
GOVERNMENT OF THE 
B O A R D  OF Z O N I N G  A D J U S T M E N T  

Application No, 13053 o f  Canal and Ivy  Associates ~ pursuant 
Paragraph 8207.11 o f  the  Zoning Pegulations f o r  va 

om t he  parking requirements (%P-section 7202.  I )  zn 
b i t i o n  aga ins t  parking spaces measuring l e s s  than 

i n  w i d t k  and nineteen f e e t  i n  length (Suh-section 
o r  a proposed o f f i c e  and r e t a i l  bui lding and parking 

garage i n  a C - Y - I  n i s t r i c t  a t  t h  premises 55 Ivy S t r e e t ,  S.F,* 
(Square 693 ,  L o t s  I, 2 ,  6 7 ,  79, 0 ,  801, 807, 8111-822 and 8 3 4 , )  

1, The app l i ca t ion  was i n i t i a l l y  scheduled for the 
publ ic  hearing o f  October 1 7 ,  1 9 7 9  but was continued s ince 
the  opposit ion had es tab l i shed  t h a t  not  a l l  o f  t he  p~~~~~~~~ 
~ t m e r s  within 2n0  f e e t  of t he  subjec t  property had received 
no t i ce  of  t he  publ ic  hearing The appl icant  ~ ~ a s  directec', by 
the  Chair t o  serve the  no t i ces  of the  hearing on the  four  
add i t iona l  property owners who had n o t  been included on the  
l i s t  submitted by the  appl icant .  

2 .  The subjec t  s i t e  i s  located on th-e ea s t  s ide  of t he  
in t e r sec t ion  o€ Canal anrl Ivy S t r e e t s ,  S ,  E,, and i s  known as 
55 Ivy S t r e e t ,  S .  F. It  i s  i n  a C'--V-1 D i s t r i c t ,  

3 .  The subjec t  s i t e  i s  i r r egu la r  i n  shape, It resembles 
somewhat t he  shape of a horseshoe, J t  i s  approximately 6 3 , 1 6 8  
square f e e t  i n  a rea .  It  i s  unimDroved, The s i t e  i s  cu r ren t ly  
used as a commercial parking l o t  With spaces f o r  220 ea r s .  

4 ,  The subjec t  s i t e  i s  bounded by Ivy S t r e e t ,  Canal 
S t r ee t  and E S t r e e t .  To the  eas t  of t he  s i t e  i s  a f i f t e e n  
f o o t  publ ic  a l l e y  and r e s i d e n t i a l  s t r u c t u r e s ,  To t he  south of 
t he  s i t e  i s  a row of  t w o  story br i ck  bu i ld ings ,  

5 .  The appl icant  proposes to cons t ruc t  an o f f i c e ,  r e t a i l  
and parking garage bui ld in?  n the  subjec t  s i t e ,  
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6.  IJnder t he  Zoning Regulat ions,  t h e  app l i can t  i s  required 
t o  provide 317 parking spaces f o r  t h e  proposed bui ld ing .  The 
app l i can t  p r  poses t o  provide 157  parking spaces of which 1 4 0  
spaces would measure n ine  f e e t  by n ine teen  f e e t  and seventeen 
spaces would measure less than n ine  f e e t  by nineteen f e  
app l i can t  seeks two va r i ances ,  one from t h e  parking requirements 
and a second var iance  to provide spaces t h a t  a r e  l ess  than nine 
f e e t  by n ine teen  f e e t .  

7 .  The a p p l i c a n t ' s  t r a f f i c  exper t  witness  t e s t i f i e d .  t h a t  
t h e  sub jec t  property has e x c e l l e n t  access  t o  pub l i c  t r anspor t a -  
t i o n ,  % t r o  subway s t a t i o n  i s  'B*6thin $00 f e e t  and t h e r e  

h i s  study the  proposed bui ld ing  w i l l  need t o  provide 11-2 spaces 
for t he  employees o f  the  bui ld ing  and approximately t h i r t y - e i g h t  
spaces f o r  v i s i t o r s  t o  the  bu i ld ing .  The a p p l i c a n t ' s  proposal  
t o  provide 157 spaces w i l l  adequately m e e t  t he  needs o f  t h e  
proposed bui ld ing ,  The wi tness  f u r t h e r  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  t h e  

a c t  car  could be parked i n  parking spaces t h a t  a r e  
ide  and f i f t e e n  f e e t  long ,  and would no t  need t h e  

space dimensions of n ine  f e e t  by n ine teen  f e e t  a s  requi red  by 
t h e  Zoning Pegula t ions .  The witness  t e s t i f i e d  subj e c t  
proposal would f u r t h e r  t h e  goal  o f  t he  POT i n  g g r e a t e r  
use of mass t r anspor t a t ion .  

s l i n e s  t h a t  se rve  the  a rea  wi th  s t o p s  adjacent  t o  
s i t e ,  The wi tness  f u r t h e r  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  based on 

5 .  The J'IOT t e s t i f i e d  a t  the  pub l i c  hear ing t h a t  the  subjec t  
neighborhood has a g r e a t  need f o r  o f f - s t r e e t  parking,  
t he  res idences  have no of f  - s t r e e t  parking f a c i l i t i e s  and t h a t  i s  
the reason y r e s i d e n t i a l  permit parking t o  t he  n o r t h  and e a s t  
of t he  sub jec t  proper ty  has been au thor ized ,  
had provided 220 spaces t h a t  serviced the  neighborhood's needs,  
the needs of v i s i t o r s  t o  t h e  Capi tol  b u i l d  g and businesses  j-n 
t h e  neighborhood, 220 spaces a r e  a source t h a t  t h e  
D i s t r i c t  i s  l o s ing  i n  t h i s  neighborhood because of t h e  proposed 
cons t ruc t ion .  
genera te  a parking need f o r  eighty-two v e h i c l e s  d a i l y ,  The DOT 
urged t h a t  the app l i can t s  c o n t r o l  t h e i r  parking for t h e i r  e m -  
ployees and provide additi-onal spaces t o  compensate f o r  t h e  
spaces being given up by t h e  l o s s  of t he  parking l o t ,  The DOT 
recommended t h a t  t h e  app l i can t  provide seventy-f ive spaces on 
another l e v e l  of parking,  These seventy-f ive spaces ,  t h e  
eighty-taro employee spaces and t h e  seventy-fi-ve spaces for 
v i s i t o r s  and gues ts  t o  the  proposed 'ruil-ding b7ould compensate 
f o r  t he  220 spaces now being used by t h e  genera l  p u b l i c ,  
also emphasized t h a t  t h e r e  were some e igh ty - f ive  o the r  parking 

Most of 

The sub jec t  l o t  

The DOT t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  t h e  proposed bui ld ing  w i l l  

The POT 



Application Klo, 13053 
Page 3 

spaces a v a i l a b l e  i n  the  immediate neighborhood t h a t  were under - 
u t i l i z e d  s ince  they were no t  known t o  the  p u b l i c ,  The PV' 
suggested t h a t  i t  could provide sfgns d i r e c t i n g  t h e  pub l i c  t o  
the unused spaces ,  

9 .  The sub jec t  s i t e  i s  a f f e c t e d  by a sub-s r f a c e  water 
condi t ion  wi th  ground water l e v e l s  wi th in  t h e  s i  
from t h i r t e e n  f e e t  t o  twenty-seven f e e t  be1017 e x i s t i n g  ground 
su r face ,  p lac ing  t h e  water t a b l e  only s l i g h t l y  below t h e  
s t r u c t u r e  wi th  one basement l e v e l ,  The app l i can t  * s  witnesses  
t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  i f  two basement l e v e l s  a r e  r e q u i r e d ,  s eve ra l  
t echn ica l  cons t ruc t ion  problems w i l l  be encountered. ne- 
watering of t he  excavation s i t e  w i l l  be required and shee t ing  

the  excavation depth and the  poor q u a l i t y  of t h e  s o i l ,  F u r t h e r ,  
underpinning of t h e  foundations of e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e s  t o  t h e  
south w i l l  be requi red  and t h e  cons t ruc t ion  per iod  f o r  t h e  
p r o j e c t  would be extended by a minimum of t e n  weeks due t o  t h e  
e x t r a  excavat ion,  

ing w i l l  become considerably more complicate2 due t o  

bG,  T h e  a p p l i c a n t ' s  witnesses  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  t h e  sub jec t  
s i t e  i s  t h e  only C-X-1  zoned land loca ted  wi th in  800 f e e t  of 
t h e  Capi tol  H i l l  Wetro s t a t i o n  proposed f o r  o f f i c e  u s e ,  The 
parking requirements f o r  o f f i c e  use  i n  the  C-17-1 zone did not  
contemplate loca t ions  of Metro s t a t i o n s  wi th in  walking d is tance  
of such zo land and t h e  parking reauirement i s  excessive 
f o r  such l o c a t i o n s ,  The witnesses  f u r t h e r  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  
approximately 150 parking spaces ,  on one parking l e v e l ,  could 
be r en ted  a t  t h i s  l o c a t i o n  a t  the  market r a t e .  Therefore ,  the  
c o s t  of t he  second parking l e v e l ,  approximately one and th ree -  
qua r t e r  m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s ,  would be incurred f o r  which t h e r e  
would be l i t t l e  o r  no income rece ived .  

11. The a p p l i c a n t ' s  witnesses  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no 
parking demand f o r  317 spaces a t  t h e  sub jec t  s i t e ,  

12. There was testimony t h a t  t he  unique shape of t he  
sub jec t  s i t e  an2 t h e  c o n s t r i c t i o n s  which i t  imposes on the  
design of t he  parking garage leave space which i s  s u i t a b l e  
f o r  t h e  parking of automobiles which i s  less  than the  r equ i r ed  
n ine  f e e t  by nirzeteen f e e t  s i z e .  The proposed 
n ine  f e e t  by f i f t e e n  f e e t  and, according t o  t h e  iestj-mony o f  the  
a p p l i c a n t ' s  exper t  t r a f f i c  w i tnes s ,  a r e  of s u f f i c i e n t  s i z e  i n  
which t o  park compact and sub-compact automobiles,  
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13, There was opposi t ion t o  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  by p r i v a t e  
c i t i z e n s ,  the  ?Jew Jersey  Avenue S , E , Mei.ghborhood Assoc ia t ion ,  
t he  Capi tol  H i l l  Res tora t ion  Soc ie ty ,  and the  Advisory 

c a t i o n ,  h e r e i n a f t e r  more f u l l y  d iscussed ,  was t h a t  o f f  - s t r e e t  
parking was a c r i t i c a l  i s s u e  i n  the  sub jec t  neighborhood eve= 
wi th  t h e  220 spaces provided by the  sub jec t  l o t s  which a r e  
now proposed t o  be removed from t h e  p u b l i c ’ s  u s e ,  

srhood Commission. The b a s i c  opposi t ion t o  t h e  a p p l i -  

1 4 ,  The Capi tol  H i l l  Res tora t ion  Socie ty ,  by l e t t e r  of 
October 1 5 ,  1 9 7 9 ,  and i n  i t s  testimony a t  t h e  pub l i c  hear ing 
opposed t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  on t h e  grounds t h a t  no case had been 
made t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  ex t raord inary  condi t ions  r e s u l t i n g  i n  
exceptional. hardship and p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  a s  r equ i r ed  
under Sub-section 8207,11, The Society argued t h a t  t he re  i s  
nothing ex t raord inary  about t he  p i ece  of proper ty  here  i n  
ques t ion ,  and t h a t  the sub-s f ace  can support  e i t h e r  one l e v e l  
of  parking,  as proposed by t h e  a p p l i c a n t ,  o r  two levels i f  t h e  
var iance  i s  denied,  The Society f u r t h e r  argued t h a t  no prac-  
t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  or  urzdue hardship have been demonstrated 
by t h e  a p p l i c a n t .  The expense of cons t ruc t ing  a second l e v e l  
of parking does  n o t  q u a l i f y  as a d i f f i c u l t y  o r  ha rdsh ip ,  me 
Society d id  no t  reach  t h e  t h i r d  ground f o r  a va r i ance ,  no d e t r i -  
ment t o  t h e  pub l i c  good, inasmuch a s  i t  be l i eves  t h a t  t he  
app l i can t  has f a i l e d  t o  m e e t  grounds one and two, The Society 
noted,  however, t h a t  many neighbors of t h i s  p r o j e c t  a r e  se r ious ly  
concerned a t  t h e  adverse impact they b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  gran t ing  
of t h i s  var iance  w i l l  have on t h e i r  neighborhood. 

15 .  Advisory Ykighborhood Commission-6B by l e t t e r  dated 
October 16, 1979 and by testimony a t  t h e  pub l i c  hea r ing ,  
opposed t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  The ANG noted t h a t  r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  
neighborhood are uniformly and voca l ly  opposed t o  a reduct ion  
from 317 t o  157 parking spaces ,  The r e s i d e n t s  c i t e  t h e  already 
overcrowded parking condi t ions i n  t h e  immediate a ea which w i l l  
be f u r t h e r  aggravated by t h e  opening of t he  Madison Library 
with i t s  a d d i t i o n a l  2,000 p lus  employees. The A?JC f u r t h e r  
s t a t e d  t h a t  Sect ion 7203 l i m i t s  t h e  var iances  f o r  parking t o  
twenty-five percent  of t h e  r equ i r ed  spaces ,  and might be con- 
s ide red  a s  l i m i t i n g  a u t h o r i t y  under 8 2 0 7 , 1 1 ,  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  the  
Ah?C c i t e d  ques t ions  r a i s e d  a s  t o  t he  adequacy of notLee t o  t h e  
neighborhood a s  r equ i r ed  by t h e  Regulat ions.  The AWr was of 
t h e  opinion t h a t ,  un l ike  downtowx?. a r e a s ,  t h i s  bu i ld ing  w i l l  be 
located immediately ad jacent  t o  a r e s i d e n t i a l  neighborhood, 
The ANC argued t h a t  t h e  app l i can t  has n o t  demonstrated t h a t  
e i t h e r  except ional  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  o r  except ional  and 
undue hardship would r e s u l t  from compliance with t h e  r e g u l a t i o n s ,  
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1 6 ,  The N e w  Je rsey  Avenue S ,  E ,  Neighborhood Association 
opposed t h e  app l i ca t ion  on e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same grounds a s  t h e  
Capi tol  I E l l  Res tora t ion  Society and the  Adviscry PJeighb 
Commi s s i on ,  

1 7 ,  The Board he ld  t h e  record  open a t  t h e  con 
the  October 24- pub l i c  hear ing f o r  t h e  p a r t i e s  t o  s 
mental s ta tements ,  The appl icant  submitted a supplemental 
s ta tement ,  The app l i can t  then submitted a r ev i sed  parking p l a n ,  
The opposi t ion objected t o  the  r ev i sed  parking p lan  a s  an 
amended a p p l i c a t i o n  which requi red  f u r t h e r  hear ing  by the  Board. 
The Board does no t  concur with t h e  oppos i t ion .  

18,  lJnder t h e  r ev i sed  parking p lan  the  a p p l i c a n t  proposes 
t o  provide 2 2 4  parking spaces a s  fo l lows:  

a ,  140 nine  f e e t  by n ine teen  f e e t  l i n e d  spaces .  

b ,  Nineteen spaces n i n e  f e e t  by f i f t e e n  f e e t ,  

c ,  Fif ty- two spaces with a t t endan t  parking,  
f o r t y - s i x  of which a r e  n ine  f e e t  by n ine teen  f e e t  and 
s i x  of which a r e  n i n e  f e e t  by f i f t e e n  f e e t ,  

d ,  Thir teen spaces Located i n  a v a u l t  a r e a ,  
eleven of which a r e  n ine  f e e t  by n ine teen  f e e t  and two 
of  which a r e  n ine  f e e t  by f i f t e e n  f e e t ,  

I n  add i t ion  the app l i can t  proposed t o  provide f i f t y  
over-night parking spaces a v a i l a b l e  from 6 ! 3 0  p ,m.  t o  7 :30  a.m, 
t o  r e s i d e n t s  of t he  immediate v i c i n r t y  a t  t he  ra te  of t en  
d o l l a r s  p e r  month, 

19. The Board i s  r equ i r ed  y s t a t u t e  t o  give g r e a t  weight 
t o  the i s s u e s  and concerns of t ANG, In  r ep ly ing  t o  these  
i s s u e s  and concerns a s  w e l l  a s  those expressed by neighborhood 
a s soc ia t ions  and p r i v a t e  ind iv idua ls ,  the  Board fi-nds f i r s t  t h a t  
a s  t o  t h e  adequacy of n o t i c e  t o  the  neighbss hood t h i s  Fssue was 
m e t  when t h e  pub l i c  hear ing was continued from t h e  pub l i c  
hear ing of October 1 7 ,  1979 t o  October 24 ,  1 9 7 9  and t h a t  any 
a d d i t i o n a l  par t ies  were served wi th  the  n o t i c e  of  t h e  net.; publ ic  
hear ing d a t e .  The de fec t  i n  n o t i c e  was cured,  Secondly, the  
app l i can t  has e l e c t e d  t o  seek a var iance  under Paragraph 8 2 0 7 , 1 1 ,  
n o t  a s p e c i a l  exception under Sect ion 7 2 0 3 .  The twen 
percent  reduct ion  has no a p p l i c a b i l i t y  t o  a va r i ance  
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Board, based on the  r eco rd ,  w i l l  determine i f  t h e  burden of 
proof has  been met under t h e  provis ions  e l e c t e d  by t h e  
a p p l i c a n t ,  The Board i n  i t s  Findings of Fact  and Conclusions 
w i l l  se t  f o r t h  t h e  f a c t s  i n  which the  app l i can t  has o r  has n o t  
met i t s  burden, Third,  the  Board f i n d s  t h a t  t h e  concerns of 
t he  c i t i z e n s  t h a t  t h e  app l i can t  i s  n o t  providing adequate 
parking a r e  also shared by the  POT i n  Finding F?o, 8 ,  The Board 
i s  aware however t h a t  t h e  app l i can t  has submitted a revise?! 
parking p lan .  The Board f i n d s  t h a t  t he  r ev i sed  parking p l a n ,  
by increas ing  t h e  number of spaces from 1 5 7  t o  2 2 4  and by 
providing some over-night park ing ,  w i l l  a l l e v i a t e  many of  t h e  
concerns expressed by t h e  oppos i t ion  a s  t o  t h e  inadequacy of 
t h e  parking f a c i l i t i e s  proposed. by t h e  a p p l i c a n t ,  The Board 
w i l l  incorpora te  s a i d  plan a s  a condi t ion  t o  g ran t ing  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n ,  Fourth,  a s  t o  the condi t ion of t h e  p rope r ty ,  i n  
Finding of Fact Vo, 3 ,  t h e  Board determine6 t h a t  t he  property 
has an unusual shape, 

20 .  By l e t t e r  dated neeember 1 7 ,  1 9 7 9 ,  t he  app l i can t  f i l e d  
a proposed r e v i s i o n  t o  t he  s i t e  plan which had been previously 
sukrrritted t o  the  Board and marked a s  Exhib i t  Xo, 3 4 ,  The N e w  
J e r sey  Avenue S . E t  lleighborhood Associat ion opposed t h e  pro- 
posed r e v i s i o n ,  and noved t h a t  the Board e i t h e r  r e q u i r e  the  
app l i can t  t o  f i l e  a new a p p l i c a t i o n  o r  s e t  a new pub l i c  hear ing 
A t  i t s  pub l i c  meeting he ld  on January 9 ,  1 9 8 0 ,  the  Board de- 
termined t h a t  t he  r eques t  for approval o f  a r ev i sed  s i t e  p lan  
was premature, i n  t h a t  no f i n a l  order  had y e t  been i s sued ,  The 
Board the re fo re  denied t h e  a p p l i c a n t ’ s  r e q u e s t ,  

COMCLUS I OTIS OF LAW : 

Based on t h e  record- t h e  Board concludes t h a t  t he  a p p l i -  
can t  i s  seeking a rea  va r i ances ,  t h e  g ran t ing  of which r e q u i r e s  
a showing of an except ional  or ext raord inary  condi t ion of the  
property which c r e a t e s  a p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  f o r  t he  owner. 
The sub jec t  property i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  shaped l i k e  a horse 
wi th  t h r e e  s t r e e t  f ron tages .  Ground water levels wi th in  t h e  
s i t e  vary from t h i r t e e n  t o  twenty-seven f e e t  below e x i s t i n g  
grou.nd su r face ,  p lac ing  t h e  water t a b l e  only s l i g h t l y  below 
the  s t r u c t u r e  with one basement l e v e l ,  To b u i l d  two basement 
l e v e l s  wouhd. r e q u i r e  de-watering of t he  excavation s i t e ,  
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The excavation depth and the poor q u a l i t y  of t h e  s o i l  would 
make shee t ing  and shoring more complicated and would r e q u i r e  
underpinning of  the  foundations of e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e s  t o  the  
south ,  L a s t l y ,  t he  sub jec t  s i t e  i s  the  only C - I f - 1  zoned land 
loca ted  within SO0 f e e t  of t he  Capi to l  H i l l  Metro s t a t i o n  pro- 
posed f o r  o f f i c e  use .  For t hese  reasons t h e  Board concludes 
t h a t  t h e  sub jec t  s i t e  i s  unique and a f f e c t e d  by seve ra l  ex- 
cep t iona l  s i t u a t i o n s  o r  cond i t ions ,  

Testimony a t  the  hear ing e s t ab l i shed  t h a t  t he  amount o f  
parking r equ i r ed  by t h e  Zoning Regulati.ons would n o t  be u t i l i z e d  
and would impose a s u b s t a n t i a l  added c o s t  to t he  p r o j e c t ,  
According t o  t h e  P i s t r i c t  of Columbia repartment of Transporta- 
t i o n  parking survey, p r e s e n t l y  t h e r e  a r e  vacanc2es i n  parking 
Lots and parking s t r u c t u r e s  i n  the  immediate v i c i n i t y .  The 
app l i can t  proposes t o  provide,  wi th  a t t endan t  park ing ,  224 
spaces ,  only n ine  l e s s  than t h e  parking demand conputed by DOT, 
The cos t  of providing two levels of parking i s  approximately 
e ighteen  percent  of the  t o t a l  cons t ruc t ion  c o s t  of t h e  p r o j e c t ,  
Due t o  the   lo^? l e v e l  o f  parking demand, t h i s  c o s t  would be i n -  
curred by the  a-pplicant with l i t t l e  o r  no income received ir_ 
r e t u r n ,  The Board concludes t h a t  thi.s imposit ion of zn undue 
economic burden imposes a p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  on t h e  appl icant :  
For a l l  t he  above reasons the  Board concludes t h a t  the  p r a c t i c a l  
d i f f i c u l t y  has been e s t ab l i shed  t o  support  t h e  var iance  from t h e  
parking requirements ,  

The Board f u r t h e r  concludes t h a t  t h e  unique shape o f  t h e  
sub jec t  s i t e  and t h e  c o n s t r i c t i o n s  which i t  imposes the 
design of t h e  parking gzrage leave  space which i s  s u i t a b l e  f o r  
t h e  parking of  automobiles which i s  less  than t h e  requi red  n ine  
f e e t  by n ine teen  f e e t  s i z e .  The p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  on which 
the  var iance  i s  based i s  thus e s t a b l i s h e d ,  

The Board a l s o  concludes t h a t  t he  r e l i e f  can be granted 
based on t h e  r ev i sed  parking plan without  s u b s t a n t i a l  d e t r i -  
ment t o  t h e  pub l i c  good and with.out s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impairing 
t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of t he  zone p l a n .  

The Board concludes t h a t  i t  has  given the  g r e a t  weight 
required. by s t a t u t e  t o  the  i s s u e s  and concerns of t h e  P - Y C ,  
Accordingly, i t  i s  ORDERED t h a t  t h e  app l i ca t ion  i s  GftbbNTFD 
SUBJECT t o  the  following CONDITTONS : 
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1. The t o t a l  number of parking spaces t o  be provided 
s h a l l  be 2 2 4 ,  of which twenty-seven shall be less 
than n ine  by n ine teen  f e e t ,  as follows! 

a .  140 nine  f e e t  by n ine teen  f e e t  l i n e d  spaces ,  
h .  blineteera spaces n ine  f e e t  by f i f t e e n  f e e t .  
c ,  F i f t y -  two spaces with a t t endan t  parking,  

f o r t y - s i x  of which a r e  n ine  f e e t  by n ine teen  
f e e t  and s ix  of wh-ich a r e  n ine  f e e t  by f i f t ee r r  
f e e t ,  

d ,  Thir teen spaces loca ted  i n  a v a u l t  a r e a ,  eleven 
of which a r e  n ine  f e e t  F-y n ine teen  f e e t  and. two 
of which a re  n ine  f e e t  b37 f i f t e e n  f e e t ,  

2. The spaces s h a l l  be provi.ded a s  shown on Exhibi t  Mo, 34 
of t h e  record .  

3 ,  The app l i can t  s h a l l  provide f i f t y  over-night  parking 
spaces a v a i l a b l e  from 6 : 3 0  p.m. t o  7 : 3 0  a . m ,  t o  r e s i -  
dents  of t he  immediate v i c i n i t y  a t  t h e  r a t e  of t e n  
d o l l a r s  per  month, 

VOTE: 3-0 (Walter B. T,ewis. Charles R. Norris  and IJihliam F ,  
’YcTntosh t o  g r a n t ,  Leonard.L, McCants n o t  p r e s e n t ,  
not  v o t i n g ,  Chloethiel  Woodard Smith. n o t  v o t i n g ,  
not  having heard the  c a s e ) ,  

--- A T T E S T E P  BY: 

Fxecutive Direc tor  

__I_- -- 

A T T E S T E P  BY: mm mr”- --- 

UfLTTIEP. SUB-SECTION 8204.3  OF THE ZONING PEGVLATIONS “NO I?ECPSI@N 
03 ORDER OF THE BOARD SHAT,T., TAXF FFFECT IJNTIT, TEfJ DAYS AFTFP 
KAkTINC, BECOW FIVAJ> PT-TRST?AP‘ TO TIIF, ~ T T P P L ~ E ~ ~ E N ~ A L  PLTJT,ES OF PRACTICF 
AWr! PROCEDURE BF,FC)RE THE BOARD OF ZOT’TINC: APJUSTMENT. 

THIS ORDER OF THE B0AR.V I S  VAL173 FOR A PERIOP @F SIX MOHTES AFTER 
THF EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ORPER, UNIXSS W I T H I N  SITCH PER-IOD AN 
APPI,IPATIO?J FOR A BUITJ?E’CX P F W I T  OR CERTIFICATE O F  OCCUPANCY 

INSPECTIONS. 
IS FILED W I T H  THE nEPARTFIENT OF JLICENSES , I N ~ ~ T S T L ~ A T I O V S ,  ANn 


